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Detailed Action 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 12/8/03. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 6-28, and 30-52 are pending in this application. Claims 1,6, 18, 20, 25-28, 
33, 44, 45, and 50-52 are independent claims. In the Amendment, filed on 12/8/03, claims 2, 4, 5, 
and 29 are cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-15, 17-28, 30-41, and 43-52 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fado et al. (US 5,995,933) in view of Do (US 6,417,868). 

As per independent claim 1, Fado et al. teaches a method of assisting a user to make a 
connection between a main device and at least one peripheral device, comprising: 

displaying a guide illustration on a display screen in response to a user input, the 
illustration showing how to connect the main device and the at least one peripheral device (Fig 
21, items 262 and 264). 

However, Fado et al. fails to teach the main device being a digital TV and that it is 
connected to at least two peripheral devices, wherein each of the two devices generates an audio 
signal and a video signal. 

Do teaches connecting the main device, which is a digital TV with two peripheral 
devices, a computer and a secondary device, wherein the peripheral device generates an audio 
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signal and a video signal (col 5, lines 18-45). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the 
time of the invention to include Do's teaching with Fado et al.'s method in order to provide the 
user with an interactive guide for connecting a TV, a computer and a VCR. 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 1. Fado et al. father teaches the method wherein the guide illustration shows at 
least one terminal plate of the Digital TV, at least one terminal plate of each of the at least two 
peripheral device and at least one connection between the terminal plate of the digital TV and the 
terminal plate of each of at least two peripheral devices (Fig 21, items 262 and 264; It is inherent 
when the references are combined, the main device would be the digital TV along with at least 
two peripheral devices). 

As per independent claim 6, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1 . (see rejection 

above) 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 6, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 6. Fado et al. further teaches the method wherein the illustration includes an 
animation to show the connection between the digital TV and the at least two peripheral devices 
(col 8, lines 56-65; It is inherent when the references are combined, the main device would be 
the digital TV along with at least two peripheral devices). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 6, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 6. Fado et al. further teaches wherein the illustration shows the connection 
between the at least two peripheral devices and the digital TV in a highlighted form (col 12, lines 
61-68, col. 13, lines 1-13, col. 14, lines 13-29; It is inherent when the references are combined, 
the main device would be the digital TV along with at least two peripheral devices). 
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As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 8, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 8. Fado et al. fUrther teaches wherein the highlighted form is a color which 
differs from a remainder of the illustration (col 14, lines 13-29). 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 8, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 6. Fado et al. further teaches wherein the connecting portion of the digital TV is 
a connecting portion on an outside surface of the digital TV (Fig 21, items 262 and 264; It is 
inherent when the references are combined, the main device would be the digital TV along with 
at least two peripheral devices). 

As per claim 11, which is dependent on claim 6, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 6. Fado et al. further teaches wherein the displaying step displays the 
illustration on the display screen of the digital TV(Fig 21, items 262 and 264, col 2, lines 63-65; 
It is inherent when the references are combined, the main device would be the digital TV along 
with at least two peripheral devices). 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 6, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 6. Fado et al. further teaches wherein the illustration shows a plurality of 
connecting portions of the digital TV (Fig 21, items 262 and 264, Fig 40, item 390; It is inherent 
when the references are combined, the main device would be the digital TV along with at least 
two peripheral devices). 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 6, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 6. Fado et al. further teaches wherein the illustration shows the connecting 
portion of the at least two peripheral devices (Fig 21, items 262 and 264; It is inherent when the 
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references are combined, the main device would be the digital TV along with at least two 
peripheral devices). 

As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 6, Fado et al. teaches the method of claim 
6, further comprising: displaying a menu having a plurality of menu items, each menu item being 
associated with the at least two peripheral devices; and (Fig 5, items 124, 126, 128, 130, and 
132); 

receiving a user input on a selected menu item; (Fig 5, item 124); and, 

wherein the displaying step displays an illustration associated with the selected menu 
item (Fig 21, items 262 and 264, Fig 23, item 284). 

As <per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 14, Fado et al. teaches the method of claim 
14, wherein the displaying a menu step displays each menu item as an icon, each icon 
representing one peripheral device of the at least two peripheral devices or a combination thereof 
(Fig 5, item 124, Fig 21, items 262 and 264, Fig 23, item 284). 

As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 14, Fado et al. teaches the method of claim 
14, wherein the receiving step receives signals from an input device providing instructions on 
moving a cursor displayed on the display screen onto one of the menu items (Fig 5, items 124, 
126, 128, 130, and 132). 

As per independent claim 18, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 1. (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 19, which is dependent on claim 18, it is of the same scope as claim 12 (see 
rejection above). 
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As per independent claim 20, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 1 . (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 21, which is dependent on claim 20, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 20. Fado et al. further teaches the method comprising: adding a connection 
illustration to the displayed illustration in response to a second user input, the connection 
illustration showing a connection between the connecting portion of the at least two peripheral 
devices and the connecting portion of the digital TV (col 8, lines 30-55; It is inherent when the 
references are combined, the main device would be the digital TV along with at least two 
peripheral devices). The examiner is inferring to the f act that a user can select a headset or a 
battery adapter, and depends on his/her selections the program would provide the user with 
different instructions. 

As per claim 22, which is dependent on claim 20, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 20. Fado et al. further teaches the method comprising: displaying a second 
illustration on the display screen in response to a second user input, the second illustration 
showing the connecting portion of the digital TV, the connecting portion of the at least two 
peripheral devices and a connection between the connecting portion of the at least two peripheral 
devices and the connecting portion of the Digital TV (Fig 7, item 142; It is inherent when the 
references are combined, the main device would be the digital TV along with at least two 
peripheral devices). 

As per claim 23, which is dependent on claim 20, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 20. Fado et al. further teaches the method wherein the displaying step displays 
each connecting portion of the digital TV (Fig 21, item 266, Fig 23, item 286). 
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As per claim 24, which is dependent on claim 20, Fado et al. teaches the method of claim 
20, wherein the displaying step displays each connecting portion of the digital TV and the 
connecting portion of more than two of the at least two peripheral devices (Fig 22, item 272). 

As per independent claim 25, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1 . (see rejection 

above) 

As per independent claim 26, it is rejected with same rationale as claim L (see rejection 

above) 

As per independent claim 27, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1 . (see rejection 

above) 

As per independent claim 28, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1. (see rejection 
above) * 

As per claim 30, which is dependent on claim 28, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
apparatus of claim 28. Fado further teaches the apparatus wherein at least two peripheral devices 
is two of a video cassette recorder, a digital versatile disk drive, a broadcast antenna, a satellite 
receiver, a cable box, a disk drive, speakers, a mouse, and a printer (Fig 21, items 262 and 264). 
The examiner is inferring a headphone as a set of speakers. 

As per claim 31, which is dependent on claim 28, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
apparatus of claim 28. Fado further teaches the apparatus comprising: 

a memory storing a plurality of guide illustrations, each guide illustration corresponding 
to one or a combination of the at least two peripheral devices (Fig 48, item 5). 
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As per claim 32, which is dependent on claim 28, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
apparatus of claim 28. Fado further teaches the apparatus wherein the display controller is a 
display controller of the digital TV (Fig 48, items 17 and 19). 

As per independent claim 33, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1. (see rejection 

above) 

As per claim 34, which is dependent on claim 33, it is of the same scope as claim 7 (see 
rejection above). 

As per claim 35, which is dependent on claim 33, it is of the same scope as claim 8 (see 
rejection above). 

As per claim 36, which is dependent on claim 35, it is of the same scope as claim 9 (see 
rejection above). 

As per claim 37, which is dependent on claim 33, it is of the same scope as claim 31 (see 
rejection above). 

As per claim 38, which is dependent on claim 33, it is of the same scope as claim 12 (see 
rejection above). 

As per claim 39, which is dependent on claim 33, it is of the same scope as claim 13 (see 
rejection above). 

As per claim 40, which is dependent on claim 33, it is of the same scope as claim 14 (see 
rejection above). 

As per claim 41, which is dependent on claim 40, it is of the same scope as claim 15 (see 
rejection above). 
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As per independent claim 44, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1 . (see rejection 

above) 

As per independent claim 45, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1 . (see rejection 

above) 

As per claim 46, Fado et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 45, wherein the display 
controller adds a connection illustration to the displayed illustration in response to second user 
input, the connection illustration showing a connection between the connecting portion of the at 
least one peripheral device and the connecting portion of the main device (Fig 5, items 124, 126, 
128, 130, and 132, Fig 21, items 262 and 264, Fig 23, item 284). The examiner is inferring to 
the fact a user can select a plurality of items from the menu and receive instructions regarding 
those item by pressing the next button. 

As per claim 47, which is dependent on claim 46, it is of the same scope as claim 3 1 . (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 48, which is dependent on claim 45, Fado et al. teaches the apparatus of 
claim 45, wherein the display controller displays a second illustration on the display screen in 
response to second user input, the second illustration showing the connecting portion of the 
digital TV, the connecting portion of the at least one peripheral device and a connection between 
the connecting portion of the at least one peripheral device and the connecting portion of the 
main device (Fig 21, items 262 and 264). 

As per claim 49, which is dependent on claim 48, it is of the same scope as claim 31. (see 
rejection above) 
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As per independent claim 50, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1. (see rejection 

above) 

As per independent claim 51, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1. (see rejection 

above) 

As per independent claim 52, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1. (see rejection 

above) 

Claims 16, 42, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fado et al. (US 5,995,933) in view of Do (US 6,417,868) farther in view of Choi (US 
5,828,834). 

As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 14, Fado et al. in view of Do teach the 
method of claim 14. However, Fado et al and Do fail to teach the method, wherein the receiving 
step receives a signal from an input device indicating that a key of the input device associated 
with one of the menu items has been operated by the user. Choi teaches a method which 
required the user to enter an ID from the input device to access the device (col 5, lines 37-68). It 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Choi's teaching 
with the method of Fado et al. and Do in order to prevent unauthorized user from using the 
device. 

As per claim 42, which is dependent on claim 40, it is of the same scope as claim 16. (see 
rejection above). 

As per claim 43, which is dependent on claim 40, it is of the same scope as claim 16 (see 
rejection above). 
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Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments filed on 12/8/03, have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's argument includes the following: 

A) Do doesn't teach or suggest a digital TV. 

B) He fails to teach connecting the digital TV to two or more devices. 
Examiner disagrees. 

A) Do teaches connecting the TV to a computer without a A to D or D or A converter 
(col. 5, lines 13-32). Therefore, the TV can't be an analog TV, and the examiner interprets the 
TV to be a digital TV. 

B) Do teaches connecting the TV to a computer (col. 5, lines 13-32), and connecting the 
TV to an another secondary device, such as Camera, camcorder, or VCR (col. 5, lines 32-45) 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (703) 305-7615. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

KRISTINE KINCAID 

Peng Ke SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



